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Robert J. veenstra,w=
Veterinary Corps
U. S. Ha+. Radiologkl Defense Laboratory
San F’rancfsco24, Calfforuia -

Dear Major Veenstra:

I recall at the conference h Salt Lake that you originally were of
the opinion that radiation conkl have contributed *O the death of the
sheep around Cedar Ci&. I believe that this Waa based large~ on
the radioactivityfound in the thyroid glands.

Dr. hnning has recently made calcul.atiansof the dosage to the thyroid
gkd9, P.Udit oemmd *O me tbt YCIZ=b& ~ ~teres~:~fif::~g
a copy of his report. You ~ notice that.the maxhm.m .

both the !%vada and Cedar city fall--cd wmitd ham been between ‘?72
and IE49 reps. This is, csfcours6 only 3 fraction of the dose that
the %nfOrd Offbe !78s fmml is required to produce delmztable
changes in the thyroid gland and much larger doses before observable
effeots can be seen in the animals.

I wouM ve~ mch apvrectite it if you would go over Dr. lhmming’s
report .4 let me have your reaction to the validity of these data.
I wovld zilsolike to have an expression from you as to whether or
not in vim d’ these data you feel that radiation was a contributing
factor to the death of the sheep around hkr city. I presume that
Dr. Reed hm had an opportunity t~ make histological comparisons
of the t&r~id tiss q

U
of the Utah sheep with those of sheep receiVing

known” axmllltsaf I at Hanford. I wm.ld also Eke to know whether
or not Dr. Reed felt the histological picture was essentially the
same ●
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